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FRENCH PREMIER ARRIVES, MEETS WITH SCHMIDT 





LD291110 Hamburg DPA in German 1022 GT 29 Jam 82 


[Text] Bonn, 29 Jan (DPA) — French Premier Pierre Mauroy arrived for political talks in 
Bonn today. He was received by Federal Chancellor Schmidt with military honors. In an 
extended exchange of views with the chancellor, Mauroy intends to emphasize the common 
ground betveen Paris and Bonn. Before leaving Paris he spoke about the French-Soviet eas 
deal as one of the subjects highlighting the similarity of interests. The premier also 
criticized in an interview the U.S. sanctions policy. 


Mauroy’s visit is part of the preparations for the next round of consultations between 
President Mitterrand and Schmidt in Bonn 24-25 February. Today Mauroy and Schmidt first 
had a private talk and later the delegation members vere called in. Afterward, Schmidt 
will give a dinner for the French premier. According to Paris sources Mauroy will also 
seek Bonn's support for the project of a German-French main battle tank and other armament 
projects. His program also includes talks with Economics Minister Otto Graff Lambsdorff 
and Finance Minister Matthoefer. 


TALKS WITH BULGARIA'S MLADENOV CONCLUDE 





LD281656 Hamburg DPA in German 1557 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] Bonn, 28 Jan (DPA) -- Closer contacts by regular meetings on a high official level 
were agreed on Thursday in Bonn between Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
and Bulgarian foreign Minister Petur Mladenov. A Foreign Ministry spokesman said at the 
end of the 2-day German-Bulgarian talks that they dealt not only with general political 
problems but also disarmament problems. 


The meeting centered on German-Bulgarian relations, which were described as “very cood,” 
and a discussion of the East-West relationship. Genscher was especially keen to present 
once again the German position on the Polish problem to a minister from the East bloc. 

Both ministers praised the Geneva talks between Secretary of State Haig and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko which they described as “substantial.” The Madrid CSCE follow-up conference, which 
is to resume on 9 February, was also among the subjects of the talks. 


Mladenov, who also saw Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt briefly on Thursday, is highly 
esteemed in Bonn as a businesslike interlocutor, diplomatic circles emphasized. Following 
Czechoslovak Foreign Minister Bohuslav Chnoupek and Polish Deputy Premier Mieczyslaw 
Rakowski, Mladenov is the third high-ranking guest from the East bloc to visit Bonn since 
the declaration of martial law in Poland on 13 December. 


According to a government spokesman, in their talk, which lasted nearly 2 hours, the 

federal chancellor and the Bulgarian foreign minister stressed the importance of the 
negotiations on medium-range nuclear missiles for the development of Fast-West relations. 
There was clearly no agreement in their assessment of the crisis in and around Poland. The 
government press spokesman's statement says merely that Schmidt ani Mladenov expressed their 
respective points of view. Apartfrom this, “the very satisfactory development of economic 
cooperation” since the chancellor's visit to Bulgaria in 1979, as well as the world economic 
situation, was also discussed. 


FRG-GDR BORDER COMMISSION TALKS END 28 JAN 
LD282244 Hamburg DPA in German 1610 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] Magdeburg, 28 Jan (DPA) — A 2-day joint FRG-GDR border commission meeti«¢ has 
prepared this year's program for the maintenance of border waterways. 
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Approximately 150 measures are planned, which corresponds roughly to last year's program. 
The head of the West German delegation, Irmgard von Rottenburg, said today after the 59th 
meeting of the commission, that talks about better flood protection on the Elbe had also 
been continued. However, complicated negotiations are clearly still to be expected on 
this question. 


The management of the Mittelland canal on both sides of the border was also discussed. 

In connection with the agreed construction of a new freeway crossing point near 
Wartha/Herleshausen, a note in the protocol regarding border area markings was signed. 

The next meeting of the ccmmission will be held 17-18 March in Karlshafen, where the year's 
program for the maintenance of waterways is to be signed. 


Members of the Federal Government, officials of the Federal Laender bordering the GDR 
and officials of the Federal Border Protection Force formed the FRC border commission 
delegation. 


"U.S. COORDINATOR’ EXPLAINS NEW PROGRAM 





LD281622 Hamburg DPA in German '516 GMT 28 Jan 82 


{Text} Bonn, 28 Jan (DPA) -- In the opinion of Hildegard Hamm-Bruecher (FDP), Foreign 
Ministry minister of state, relations between the Federal Republic and the United States 
could be improved and extended, particularly to the younger generation, on a broad basis 
of durable common ground. The newly-appointed “coordinator of German-U.S. relations” 
explained her program to the Industrial Club in Duesseldorf today. Its main feature is 
the setting up of a high-level discussion forum on the lines of the German-British 
"Koenigswinter talks." In addition, there would be a greater degree of exchange between 
students and youth and also exchanges between young executives from the two countries. 
There would also be an attempt to stimulate U.S. interest in the German language and 
German studies in the United States. 


The task of coordination, which was confirmed by the Federal Cabinet this month, cannot 

be financed from the present budget alone, however. Hamm-Bruecher thus asked for donations. 
She said that the U.S. administration, which nominated European specialist Lawrence 
Eagleburger as her counterpart, had already reversed planned budget cuts. 


DIE ZEIT ADVOCATES BOYCOTT OF SOVIET UNION 





DW281309 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 29 Jan 82 p 7 
[Gerd Bucerius article: "What the West Would Have To Do") 


[Text] We have reason to be sad and concerned. To begin with: 1,700,000 unemployed people 
have been registered by now; we have to reckon with 2 ~‘llion by spring. An (at least 
psychologically) effective job creation program would cost DMSO billion, and we don't have 
that kind of money because the state in good years incurred debts of many times this amount, 
despite warnings. The Federal Government and the Laender no longer can borrow DM10 billion 
without pushing interest rates up even more. The government cannot but prepare the nation 
for further hardships; sanctions against the Soviet Union now seem to be inevitable after 
all and they will hit our economy. 


Next point: We would put up with the harsh lines drawn for us for aiding the Polish reform 
movement. The Western, democratic world by its nature is incapable of this aid and this 
discovery of impotence will produce new impotence. 


Finally: It is at this very moment that our best friends in the world, the citizens of 

the United States and their government, realize that aconstantly growiny, number of Germans 
no longer wants any part of them. This group, often respectable and moral yeople, is not 

in the majority today; it might be the majority tomorrow because it enjoys the encouragement 
of an important vart of our press. Many of them look down with contempt ‘once at Carter, 
now on Reagan,) if not on the United States. 
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Arthur F. Burns, Reagan's ambassador to Bonn, on 1 Deceaber said in a speech to the 
German Society for Foreign Policy: “If our soldiers are not wanted they will not stay.” 
Ambassadors just do not indulge in idle talk; if they make important statements, these 
have been cleared with their governments beforehand. Burns uttered a second warning in 
VORWAERTS on 21 January. He was asked: “Has the point been reached where the pullout of 
the U.S. troops is being seriously pondered?" His answer: "I don't think so. But I do 
deem it appropriate to be prepared for the possibility of such a point being reached. It 
was my intention to honestly draw the attention of the Germans and Americans to the fact 
that such a danger exists and that, consequently, we ought to take steps to avert this 
danger.” 


But nobody listened. During a recent discussion an intelligent young girl calmly said: 
“The Americens want to leave; I will shed no tears over them.” This is a generation 
speaking. It no longer knows that the United States, risking war, in 1948 saved Berlin 
from Soviet seizure. This generation did not witness how Khrushchev in 196] wanted to 
turn the communications routes to Berlin over to the GDR and Kennedy in Vienna thereupon 
threatened him with hard, determined reaction ("We will have a cold winter"); when 
Khrushchev then built the wall and we pleaded with the United States for proof of their 
perseverance — and received it time and again. Much less does this generation know of the 
generosity of the Marshall Plan. 


Occupied by the United States 


To some Germans “those” superpowers -- the United States and the Soviet Union alike — 
represent the adversaries. “Both parts of Germany are occupied,” this is what can be heard 
more often. Could it be that the Soviets will leave "if they are not wanted any longer?” 
When De Gaulle in 1966 asked the United States to leave France they left. 


Perhaps there is no gratitude among peoples; much less so over 20 years. Compared to our 
sense of realpolitik the United States probably is too sentimental. Yet, the Americans 
believed that if they could not rely on our feelings they could at least rely on our 
interest. Oh well, many Germans are saying, the Americans are not here at all because of 
us; they are defending their own country: “They need us." 


True enough, the United States also defends itself in Europe. In that respect the interests 
of the United States are congruent with ours. They had to fight in Europe twice against 
another's lust for world domination; the third time they left their soldiers here directly 
to prevent another war through deterrence. 


But are they dependent on us? The Americans once believed that they would be in danger if 
the Pacific coast became communist. China did turn communist — and nothing has changed. 

So a great deal is supposed to change in their view if the Atlantic coast -- 5,000 km away 
from the American continent -- were lost? A withdrawal behind the Rhine or even the pullout 
from a Europe that would not at all be fatal to the United States. The United States learned 
in Vietnam that it is impossible to defend a people against its will. Today the Germans -- 
including the young Germans -- would be receptive to defense, albeit sadly. Will they aiso 
be so 10 years from now? 


"Dying for Reagan?" I was asked the other day. Most of the people having a say in German 
politics regard Reagan as an arrogant ignoramus, a mediocre western movie actor; setting 
out to plunge the world into its doom through nonsensical acts of muscle. The people who 
say Reagan and mean the United States forget one thing: The vast majority of the Americans 
approves of Reagan's foreign policy; to some important people -- for example, Kissinger -- 
the president is not tough enough. Occasionally something of the constrained irritation 
of the Americans — be they Democratic or Republican — also reaches us. Anyone reading 
U.S. newspapers knows of their bewildered disappointment. They had not expected to be 
deserted by the Germans for whom they had preserved freedom. Even as benevolent a man as 
the great liberal New York TIMES columnist James Reston implores us: “Don't take us for 
granted.” Love can turn into hate. 
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"That Is Your War” 


Surely the U.S. reaction is exaggerated — as reactions are in most cases. But gradually we 
are being regarded over there as reluctant allies. When the Soviets attacked Afghanistan — 
for the first time a country outside the East bloc — Bonn issued the slogan: "Detente is 
divisible.” 


What this elicited in the United States first of all was amazement. It meant: We con- 
tinue our good relations with the Soviet Union. You just see how you cope with the 
Soviets in Southwest Asia, ./That is your war. Weimut Schmidt, really a statesman, 
ultimately had an inkling of the effect: with due hesitation he joined Carter's Olympic 
boycott; Margaret Thatcher was unable to manage this in her country. For the moment 
the friendship seemed to have been saved, but distrust had been awakened. 


What happened next was the vehement quarrel in the Federal Republic over the counter- 
armament issue. The 300,000 people in Bonn's Hofgarten -- most of them did not intend 

to devonstrate against the United States, though this is how they were understood there. 
For, the SPD, the governing party, displayed a lukewarm attitude -- Schmidt was concerned 
but could not again fight with Brandt, Eppler aud their followers in his party. The 

Soviet crimes in Afghanistan did not succeed in provoking such reactions among the Germans; 
they preferred to get excited over Nicaragua and El Saivador. 





There was some touch of passion in connection with Poland; many Germans had suffered 
together with the Poles. Similarly, the French and Italians took to the streets for 
Solidarity. What touched us was that the neutral Swedes were so excited. When things 
turned serious, people in Germany called for composure, and finally: Detente must not 
fail because of Poland. 


There it was again, a detente policy which Bonn believes that it can pursue all by itself. 
This is a bit of self-righteousness and presumption; and that combined with the compulsive 
mania of tutoring the other stupid peoples and their presidents. Is this still “detente” 
or is it already “appeasement,” as Kissinger maintains? Alas, it is not even that, it is 
self-hypnosis. Nobody has anything against the Soviet troops which are in Poland now. 

But shouldn't we at least try to protect the freedom of a neighbor country? 


Unfortunately Schmidt was in the GDR when martial law was proclaimed in Poland. Surely 
Honecker knew everything when he received Schmidt on Lake Werbellin -- we cannot blame 
him for not divulging the secret, nor can we do so perhaps because he pretended “regret” 
about Poland on the last day. The chancellor whose timing was unfortunate, praised 
Honecker: “Honecker was just as shocked as I was." 


Honecker shocked? Nobody else had demanded measures against Solidarity for as long as 

he had. But Schmidt -- definitely with due consideration and readiness for sacrifices -- 
had already put up with the humiliating treatment in Guestrow (total separation from the 
GDR citizens). Aloofness would have been more appropriate and effective. The chancellor, 
however, had put the accent on friendly neighborliness. Now he was the captive of his 
own voice and could not but claim that Honecker regretted the abolition of the democratic 
beginnings in Poland. Such collusion was bound to disturb our friends. 


Much to the surprise of the whole world our government immediately knew this: The Polish 
military men are acting of their own volition and not under Soviet pressure. But by the 
same token, military government also emerged without any pressure by a foreign great power, 
for instance, in Chile or in Turkey. But Jaruzelski definitely took into account — and 
has been doing so to this day -- that Moscow would intervene ("has to" intervene, some 
people in our country are saying) unless the Polish chaos came to an end. But for the 
very reason why Jaruzelski does not desire but fears the Soviet pressure the West must 
counteract Moscow's pressure. An independent Jaruzelski will wish Western toughness 

just as much as we would have wished the strength of our neighbors under Hitler. 


Sanctions, hence? What in the world made the Federal Republic be the first to leap out 
of the Western community and loudly reject sanctions? Granted, sanctions seldom have 
any effect and in most cases are not upheld for long. But what is at stake is not 

just sanctions but rules of detente by which both sides reliably abide. In the case of 
Afghanistan we said: Detente must not fail because of Afghanistan; but detente will not 
survive the next Soviet attack. 
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Now we hear from Guenter Gaus: Detente must not fail because of Poland — we are not 
even talking about the next attack anymore. This, after all, is bound to make the hawks 
in Moscow triumph. Their adversary is militarily strong but plagued by dissension and 
demoralized. 


What happened over the sanctions was a Western and not just a German tragic comedy. 
Nothing had been planned for the present crisis — the Polish military dictatorship. 

The United States had already lifted the grain embargo; the Germans loudly cried: 
“composure.” The French and Italians gave vent to their feelings by rallies without 
deeds. The Swedes alone seemed to be serious and ready to do something. Thus, 

Reagan came along with a small boycott: No technology to the East anymore. This was 
supposed to prepare for the German renunciation of the pipeline -- but failed immediately 
in Bonn, and now also in France. 


Boycotts Are Not Ineffective 


A unified front should have been demonstrated to the Soviets at the NATO meeting, at the 
least: If the people in Poland are forcibly prevented from self-determination there will 
no longer be any exchange of highly technical commodities between East and West. Help 

to the Polish state, no; to the Polish citizens’ yes, through the efficiently working 
ecclesiastical organizations, for instance. This should have been decided as calmly as 
possible and word passed to Moscow just as calmly. But a quarreling West is incapable 

of crisis management: U.S. haste and German reluctance have spoiled a great deal. 


Boycotts allegedly are ineffective? Even the short U.S. grain boycott forced Moscow 

to buy its grain on the world market at prices that were 30 percent higher. Consequently 
it had to dump its gold; the gold price in 1981 dropped from $600 per ounce to less than 
$400. The Soviets had to scrape up their last bit of gold; they have to help out with 
hectic arms deliveries. The boycott of the pipeline to Europe -- a Soviet hope for the 
future -- would be even more effective. Granted, other countries might supply pipes and 
electrical equipment, yet, the Soviets need buyers of the gas from the completed pipeline, 
and this most of all means us. 


Kennedy during the Cuban crisis even went further: He threatened Moscow with the blockade 
of Cuba. Khrushchev gave in. Kennedy had been prepared to run a great risk and he won. 


Our -- above all German -- risk would not be any smaller. We must also think of the 
citizens in the GDR and in Berlin; the new tension would hit them hard. But indulgence 
often constitutes the greater risk. We, meaning those who still witnessed the West's 
weakness against Hitler's beginnings, have a tale to tell about it. Had the French 
mobilized when Hitler marched into the Rhineland, there would not have been any World War 
Il. 


But have the Poles deserved help? Should we, many people ask, take a great risk for people 
who “overdraw" their position? Do the Poles not simply belong to the East bloc and 


should stay there? 


This is definite: The Poles have asked for more than their system (of planned economy 
with corruption from the top down) can give. Now everybody in Poland as well as in the 
Soviet Union knows that the Eastern system necessarily means misery for most and abundance 
for a few. The system does not serve the nation but the elite. What the Poles want at 
long last is: a better life now instead of promises for the next generation. They did 
not demand anything that a free system would not procure for them. Hence, they demanded 

a more liberal system. Can we blame them for doing so? 


There are common values for whose sake we must demonstrate courage and solidarity, if 
worse comes to worst. Alas, both cannot be had for free. 
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MAUROY DEFENDS GAS DEAL BEFORE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY 





NC281907 Paris AFP in English 1902 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] Paris, 28 Jan (AFP) -- France's entire energy programme would have been imperilled 

had it not signed a giant gas deal with the Soviet Union earlier this month, Premier Pierre 
Mauroy told the National Assembly here today. Joining the chorus of French justifications 

for the deal, Mr Mauroy said the United States, which had for so long wasted its own energy 
supplies, hadno right “to teach any lessons” to countries deprived of their own energy sources. 


The deal, for the purchase of 8,000 million cubic metres of Siberian natural gas ayear for 
25 years, has been heavily criticized for flyinginthe face of economic pressure applied 

on the Soviets for their part inthe Polish crisis. The United States also fears that Western 
Europe will build up a dangerous energy dependency on the Soviet Union. Mr Mauroy said 
France was currently conducting negotiations with Algeria, African countries of the Gulf of 
Guinea, and Norway inorder to broaden its emergy sources. He said an economic blockage of 
the Soviet Union was akin to an act of war, and added that no Western government had condemned 
the military crackdown in Poland as forcefully as France, nor had taken a firmer stance 
towards the Soviet Union. 


SENATE TO CONSIDER NATIONALIZATION LAW 6 FEB 





LD2823%6 Paris Domestic Service in French 2300 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] The censure motion submitted by the opposition parties in the National Assembly vas 
rejected a short time ago, securing 154 votes, instead of the 246 votes that would have been 
necessary for the motion to be approved. The rejection of the censure motion has an immediate 
effect onthe draft legislation on nationalization, namely that the law is considered adopted 
at the first reading by the National Assembly. It must be recalled that the government had 
made the matter one of confidence. The nationalization law now goes before the Senate, vhere 
it will be considered next Wednesday. 


EUROPEAN SPACE PROGRAM PLANS APRIL LAUNCH 





NC282150 Paris AFP in English 2039 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] Paris, 28 Jan (AFP) -- The European rocket launcher Ariane is completely operational, 
a multi-national meeting of European Space agency officials declared after a two-day meeting 
here today. A communique from the agency's National Centre of Space Studies said that after 
four trial launches, three of them successful, the Ariane programme had reached a level 
comparing favourably with all other satellite launchers. It said Ariane had “demonstrated 
brilliantly the capacity of Europe to execute a multi-national programme of high technologi- 
cal value." The last successful Ariane trial launch was on December 20 last year from 
Kourou in French Guyana. The communique said the first launch of Ariane's promotional series 
would take place at the end of April. 


"GOOD INTENTIONS BACK IN THE PROP ROOM’ 





PM281255 Paris LE MONDE in French 24-25 Jan 82 p 1 


[Editorial under the rubric “The French-Soviet Gas Agreement": “At a Bad Moment?”) 


[Text] The signing of the French-Soviet contract for 8 billion cubic meters of gas, 
which we have undertaken to buy over a period of 25 years, raises at least two impor- 
tant questions: one concerns the content of the contract; the other the moment chosen 
to sign it. 
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Everything, or nearly everything, has been said about the consequences for the country's 
energy independence of the massive purchases France is to make from the USSR. The 
unfortunate thing is that the various explanations given here and there are contradictory. 
As far as Mr Attali is concerned, for example, there is no cause for concern because in 
the nineties the USSR will be supplying only 5 percent of France's energy requirements. 
That is one vay of presenting things. There is another, more realistic way, since one 
source of energy cannot be substituted for another overnight. In this light, it can be 
pointed out that in about 10 years France will be buying 35 percent of its gas require- 
ment from the USSR. Therefore, unless an enormous effort to diversify supplies is msde 
immediately, it is clear that this contract is going to limit our energy independence 
significantly. 


In the short term the affair vill have other repercussions, and it is undoubtedly no 
coincidence that these latest negotiations were held in an atmosphere of the greatest 
discretion, even of the greatest secrecy. It amounts to an undeniable success for Moscow, 
which at one time feared that France would reduce the amount of gas it was going to pur- 
chase to show its disapproval of the events in Poland and the desire it has expressed 
several cimes to reexamine its global relations with Moscow. 


Soviet commentators will no doubt soon welcome France's “realism” and contrast it with 
U.S. “hysteria,” even if it means forgetting that other European countries have not 
followed France's “example” yet: Although Bonn has indeed signed a similar agreement 
with Moscow -- before the ccup of 13 December, it is true -- Italy has suspended nego- 
tiations with the USSR and belgium is still pondering whether or not to take up the option 


of these purchases. 


The Polish people, on the other hand, will see the siguing of the agreement as con- 
firmation that they resily can expect nothing more than a few charitable gestures from 
the Western countries, particularly since these same countries are putting off taking 
a clear stand on the problem, as if they were only waiting, to appear conciliatory, for 
public opinica in their respective countries to “digest” the normalization. 


Will it always be said that “realism” takes precedence over international morais? 
After some hesitatic:, the French reaction to the declaration of martial law came as a 
breath of fresh air. Have the French leaders already put their good intentions back in 
the prop room? The French-Soviet agreement was certainly signed at a bad moment, 
particularly if it is true, as people like to repeat, that this agreement means more to 
the Soviets as a source of foreign currency than it does to us =: - source of gas. 


BRIEFS 


FRENCH-ITALIAN SUMMIT DATE -- Francois Mitterrand will pay an official visit to Italy 
on 26 and 27 February. This visit by the head of state will take place between the 
French-German summit and his trip to Israel. [Text] [Paris Domestic Service in French 


1600 GMT 27 Jan 82 LD] 


INDUSTRIALIZED COUNTRIES SUMMIT -- The next industrialized countries summit meeting 
will take place at the Chateau of Versailles 4-6 June at the invitation of Francois 
Mitterrand. [Excerpts] [Paris Domestic Service in French 1300 GMT 28 Jan 82 LD) 
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TEXT OF L*UNITA RESPONSE TO PRAVDA ARTICLE 





PM281527 Venice L*UNITA in Italian 26 Jan 82 pp 1, 16 
[Article: "“Besponse to PRAVDA: Our Positions Stem From the Facts™] 


Text] The Soviet leadership has responded tc our stantve on the serious and tragic events 
in Poland, and to the broader and more general critical observations -- mainly concerning 
the Soviet model and the policy of the USSR and the CPSU within the international 
revolutionary movement -- prompted in us by those events, with a PRAVDA article. Woe 
published that article immediately and in full in vesterday’s issue. We were expecting 
a *oviet response, vhich we considered more then natural and legitimate. Now ve have it. 
Its tone is suited not exactly to someone wanting to examine the facts, to set one argu- 
ment against another, to reason and to demonstrate, but rather to someone vho presumes 
to express a supreme political and ideological verdict stemming from a role as “center” 
and “leader” which was declared finished 2 long time ago (bacx at the Third International 
in 1943 and at the dissolution of the Comintern in 1956) and which in any case ve have 
alvays opposed and rejected over the years. 


However, the article, though lengthy, proceeds via peremptory assertions and inferences 
(for instance, of the following kind: Every criticism of a USSR initiative or policy 

is “sacrilege,” a “turnabout™ and taatamount to “anti-Sovietism,” and “anti-Sovietisa”™ 
implies an alliance with “imperialism” and “defection to the enemy camp"). As far as we 
are concerned -- and we wish to reply by proceeding from the facts and invoking principles 
or criteria of appraisal that are also based on facts, historical facts -- ve must 
inevitably travel a longer path. This means that this first reply from us today will 
probably have to be followed by others. 


In advancing this debate we publish and will continue to publish what the Soviet comrades 
have written and will write about our stance and documents. Unfortunately they have not 
done the same. It is a fact that the Soviet comrades and citizens are scquainted vith 
[only] the CPSU leadership's criticism of our documents. Only if such an absurd method 

is abandoned will there be a real debate in which broad masses of comrades and citizens — 
not only in Italy but also in the Soviet Union -- can participate. 


l. The first thing that strikes one about the Soviet article ie that the “events in Poland” 
are cited solely with a view to accusing the Italian Communist leaders of using them as 

a “pretext™ for dealing with issues that extend much further, such as “the transition 

from capitalism to socialism and the attitude toward currently existing socialisn.” 

Having defined the national tragedy being experienced by Poland as “a pretext,” the Soviet 
article deals with it no further, except to launch a few polemical attacks on us (attacks 
which miss their mark because they are based on falsification of our stance.) We, however, 
proceed from the serious and tragic events in Poland, from the future of that people, 

that nation. The Soviet article's assertion that we PCI leaders have shown “sympathy 
toward the Polish rightwing extremists in Solidarity” is an outright lie. On the contrary, 
everybody knows, thanks to the repeated and insistent authoritive position statements made 
in our newspapers and in all our conversations on the Polish situation, that ve have 

always condemned the harm and the very serious dangers prompted both by the instances of 
conservative and dogmatic resistance and by the actions of the extremists of renewal and 

of the groups which, consciously or not, have worked to drive the situation toward 

collapse. As always happens in such situations, conservatives and dogmatists on one hand 
and extremists and adventurists on the other incites each other. But this aspect, 

though real and important, is marginal compared to the basic, powerful and macroscopic fact: 
Solidarity was supported by millions of workers, the vast majority of the working class, of 
the people. How can they be judged counterrevolutionaries’? The working class and the 
majority of the people are the only forces that can legitimize Poland’s government as 
socialist. To intervene militarily against them implies not defending socialism but 
damaging its most important force, the protagonist of revolution and of the building of 

a socialist society: it means, therefore, working against the cause of socialisn. 
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The PCI is on the side of the working class and the workers masses and is for 2 socialist 
society, which can be based only on their initiative, on their participation and om their 
broad consensus. This is how we fulfill our incvernationalist and national duty to be 
always on the side of socialism, promoting irs class essence, its ideals, its imaze and 

its prestige. It is not we who have worked against the interests of socialism, then. Sut 
those responsible for a sociceconomic and political line that prompted a people to reject 
an authoritative and mistaken system of organization and government prectice imposed from 
above, vithin the framework of a harsh restriction and nullification of national sovereimrtry 
and feeling. 


We are convinced -- for a number of historical, political anc economic reasons and because 
of a number of recurrent tragic disappointments -- that the Polish crisis was and stil! is 
so profcund that it demands an equally profound and bold renewal. Of course pluralisr 
can and must take different forms from country to country, according to varying traditions 
and national conditions. But at all events only a democratic arrangement, in forms suited 
to the various situations, can permit the expression of the various social and economic, 
trade union, religious, cultural and political needs and ensure the masses’ consensus 

and the vorkers’ vigorous and committed contribution to production and cultural dewelcp- 
ment, to the building of a new kind of society and to their own country’s policy. 


We do not deny. and have indeed always promptly stressed, the negative role plaved in 
Polish events -- at the opposite pole from the dogmatists and conservatives -- by extrenist 
and adventurist groups; nor are ve surprised that enemies of socialisns and prevo._teurs 
have also been active. Why, indeed, did they establish such a strong footheld within th 
Polish working class’? The real fundamental isswe that has emerged is this: It was con- 
sidered unacceptable for the renewal process to challenge the model (its essential structures 
and the ideological system on vhich it rests) on which that society was based and for that 
model to be actually changed by introducing elements of political and institutional democracy. 
of pluralism and of real participation the of power. One symptom of this 
was the absurd insistence that the new trade union's rules ratify the party's leadire role 
within the trade union, vhereas this was not only an entirely questionable principle but 
a mere assertion which was certainly not likely in fact to facilitate a gredual and 
difficult recovery of party influence and prestige among the workers masses. 

the 


Polish United Vorkers Party Central Committee 
itself, was asserted but in fact actic . was taken to nullify [riassorbire! 4211 the sub- 
stantial innovative elements introduced into the life of Polish society by a broad and 
profound movement of the workers and peoples masses. Action was taken to prevent a 
qualitative change of directi.a in the socialist building process in Poland. A major 


The need for renewal, acknowledged within 


Union and, to various extents and in various forme. from 
other Warsaw Pact countries. The result has been a lamentable outcome, unacceptable from 
the viewpoint of socialism, which certainly has not created the most favorable conditions 
for resolving the economic and political crisis. 


the historical gains of the 


2. The charge leveled at us of disregard for or ignorance of 
and the gains of socialiem is 
and 
in 


Russian socialist revolution, the building a new societ 
entirely unfounded, that is, based on arbitrary amputat falisification of our 
documents. Our acknowledgement of these things is embodied all our documents, including 
the most recent ones. In this regard you only have to recall Comrade Berlinguer’s remarks 
at his Strasbourg press conference and his report and conclusions at the latest session 

of our Central Committee. 
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sith the October Sevolution, vith the subsequent liberation processes and with the building 
of mew kinds of society no longer based on capitalist foundations, a large section of the 
world escaped from the capitalist logic, from the quest for the maximum private profit 

as the ultimate aim and governing factor of the economy, from class exploitation and frcm 
the imperialist domination and exploitation of the colonial peoples. 


we are not unaware of the many positive aspects of the socialist-orientec societies. 

We comsider the Soviet Union's contribution to the antifascist struggle and the antifascist 
war -- in which it lost 20 gwillion lives — and to the wictory over sazise of fundamenta! 
importance for the future of mankind. The world’s structure has changed. Inzperialism is 
mo longer the dominant force and cam no longer do whatever it wants. In the era of nuclear 
weapons the safeguarding of peace is not oniy the supreme asset but an absolute necessity 
if we want to avoid mankind's suicide. In the struggle for peace, for all peop'e's 
independerce and against the underdevelopment and famine that still afflict such a lerge 
proportion cf mankind, new conditions have been and are still being createc and new and 
original paths are being opened up for the advance and building of socialism — paths 
which, under owr conditions, we believe can and gust be -eaceful and democratic -- always 
within the necessary context of the safeguarding of peace. 


But — to restate the case briefly -- for some time we have been faced with a number of 
fundamental questions. What is the origin of the crises that explode from time to tine 
in this or that socialist-oriented society? 


When we read the part of the PRAVDA article devoted to an exaltation of “the life of real 
socialism today, so rich, dynamic and forward-looking toward further progress”; of 
societies in which “iapressive programs for the development of production forces are start- 
ing to be implemented” and in which “life is pulsing at full rate and brightly.” we are 
reminded of the following excerpt from Togliatti’s Yalta memorandun: 


“It is incorrect to talk about the socialist countries (including the Soviet Union) as 
if things always go well in them.... Indeed, in all the socialist countries new diffi- 
culties, contradictions and problems are continually emerging, and they must be portrayed 
as they really are. The worst thing that can be done is to give the impression that 
everything always goes well, when we suddenly find ourselves confronted with the need 
to talk about difficult situations and to explain then.... In many cases one has the 
impression that differences of opinion exist within the leadership groups, but it is not 
clear whether this is really so or what the differences are. Perhaps it might be useful 
if in some cases there vere open debates on topical isswes, involving the leaders too, 
even in the socialist countries. It would certainly help increase the authority and 
prestige of the socialist syst 2m itself.” 


When Togliatti wrote this (in 1964) the Czechoslovak crisis (1969) and the Polish crises 
(1970, 1976 and 1980) had mot yet occured. Khrushchev's secret report to the 20th CPSU 
Congress and the confirmation of a ruthless critique at the 22d Congress had taken place. 


What is curiows and paradoxical is that when we ask questions about or isswe criticiems 

of the conditions and models of the Soviet Union or another socialist country or we condemm 
their lamentable actions (such as the invasions of Czechoslovakia and Afghanistan and the 
pressures on Poland) our criticisms are rejected without any serious analysis of the facts 
or convincing arguments, are considered “slanderous” and “offensive” and branded as help 
we allegedly give to the imperialist and reactionary forces. But at the same time, when 

a crisis occurs in a socialist country — Poland, for instance — it is suddenly revealed 
to the world public that the development (and investments) plan was entirely wrong during 
the seventies; that there were in that country scandalous social inequalities and even 
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Situations of privilege and phenomena of corruption within the party and the public ad- 
ministration, and the Poles themselves go as far as to change almost all their leaders 

and adopt measures -- which we consider disconcerting -- such as Gierek's expulsion from 

the party, the initiation of penal court proceedings against him and his incarceraticn. 

Do these facts and their lengthy concealment -- behind a false and affected portrayal 

of real conditions in a socialist society -- not harm the cause of socialism and peace? 

Is it not this very kind of behavior — the substitution of propaganda that often embellishes 
real conditions and that has not always avoided a return to the “personality cult" condemned 
at the 20th CPSU Congress -- is it not this very kind of behavior that above all generates 
skepticism and discredit, alienates the workers from the party and from the bodies of soc- 
ialist power, lowers political morale and commitment and exerts a negative influence even 

on productivity? The truth is inseparable from revolutionary intensity. We have confi- 
dence in the vast revolutionary and pregressive forces of the entire world; we are con- 
vinced that by means of serious investigation and by speaking the language of truth, the 
revolutionary and progressive forces iil make mankind take a further leap forward along 

the path of socialism, freedom and peace. 


[Remainder of the item printed in italics] Let us return to the ineluctable question: 
What is the source of the crises that periodically explode in this or that socialist- 
oriented country? Are they always prumpted by imperialist “conspiracies?" Are they always 
“conspiracies by internal counterrevolutionary forces which exploit certain errors," 

and so forth? (These things do occur, and nobody knows this better than we, who live 
surrounded by adversaries and enemies, who have to deal with the tragedy of terrorism and 
an obscure armed party; but if we weaken, if our crises explode, we must seek the decisive 
reasons within ourselves.) Is therenot, therefore, in the crises that have exploded in 
history the relationship between the workers and the production process; the real parti- 
cipatiuon of the workers and of all citizens in defining, at all levels and in all forums, 
the production and economic guidelines; the real participation of the workers, of all 
citizens, in the political debate and in defining the policy line; the freedom of cultural 
research and expression and the spread of ideas? 


When we talk about the indissoluble link that must bind democracy and socialism, whereby 
socialism must be the fullest and most effective form of democracy, we do not in the least 
intend to present and propose to other countries (whose objective and historical conditi~ns 
are entirely different from those of our country or of other courtries with a political 
tradition of parliamentary democracy that has been consolidated over the decades) anything 
like a model of our own. We are struggling to advance along o.r own path. But in the 
most varied forms -- based on the conditions that have historically come about in each 
country -- democracy and socialism must be combined; democracy within the production pro- 
cess and political democracy. The major innovations of the 20th CPSU Congress demanded 
reforms in this direction: In his Yalta memorandum (1964) Togliatti issued the following 


appeal: 


“The problem to which most attention is being devoted with regard to both the Soviet 

Union and the other socialist countries is now, however, chiefly the problem of trans- 
cending the regime of limitation and suppression of democratic and personal freedoms 
established by Stalin.... The general impression is of slowness in and resistance to a 
return to the Leninist norms, which guaranteed, both within and outside the party, broad 
freedom of expression and debate in the fields of culture and art and also in the political 
field. We always proceed from the idea that socialism is the system in which the workers 
have the most freedom and really participate in an organized way in the leadership of all 
social life." 


USSR and China: Why the "No" to Dialogue? 


But no progress has been made along this path: Indeed, there has been a halt and, we believe, 
even a regression. We are convinced that if the communist party in these countries is able 
to head a well-led reform process, crises will be avoided; and with our criticisms and 
sincere deliberations we want to help encourage this task of regeneration. 


The PRAVDA article cites many figures to demonstrate the existence of political democracy 
in the USSR: 2.3 million deputies and councillors; over 30 million activists; 5.9 million 
members of permanent production conferences and so forth. 











ee... 
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But we ask: In which party meeting, in which trade union or production meeting and i1 
which soviet can the communist, the citizen, who disagrees on general political matters, 
express his disagreement, and where is this publicly reported — leaving aside discussions 
and criticisms of individual practical or organizational aspects? 


For a long time we have not seen in the Soviet Union any investigation and real criticis= 
of something that does not function properly, of what has prompted, and is still prompting, 
crises in relations even with other countries and other communist parties, with Third 

World countries. What is the reason for the most serious crisis of all, namely the 
conflict with China? We have had no hesitation in criticizing and rejecting Chinese 

stances that we considered mistaken, but we are also convinced that the *ianme was not 
entirely on ome side. We believe there would be enormous value in initiatives on both 

sides aimed at restoring the dialogue and surmounting the conflicts on the basis of 

mutual security, noninterference and mviual respect and benefit and along the main 

guideline of detente, peace and the autonomous position and role of the nonaligned movement. 


3. The fact is that although 25 years have elapsed since the 20th Congress and the needs 
which it interprete? aave certainly not disappeared, the guidelines it laid down and the 
hopes it prompted have not been reflected in political practice either within the USSR or 
in relations among the countries most closely tied to it. Our assessments cannot fail 

to take this into account. Indeed, we have never made any mystery of these opinions either 
in our public documents or in our direct conversations. 


Our autonomy of assessment must not falter with regard to individual specific acts of 
Soviet foreign policy either. If we abandoned that autonomy we would be failing in our 
responsibility to the Italian workers and people. We regard the defense of peace as a 
fundamental objective of our entire foreign policy. We know there can be no secure peace 
without observance of the peoples’ independence. In accordance with these beliefs, we 
have always supported those of the Soviet Government's proposals that went in this 
direction. Wedidso with the negotiation and disarmament proposals presented a year ago 
at the 26th CPSU Congress. 


We Are Not the Ones Who Fight With Words 


Of course we cannot do the same with acts that conflict with these same aims, such as 
the armed intervention in Czechoslivakia and Afghanistan. These acts have encountered 
our determined opposition. Any other option would have been inconsistent with the 
objectives for which we are fighting and would certainly not be part of the broad peace 
movement that has been growing vigorously in Europe in recent months and of which we are 
an active part. It must be stressed unfortunately that this movement, which vigorously 
opposes the arms race but which also supports all people's right to choose their own 
path, was dealt a heavy blow precisely by the events in Poland. As far as we are 
concerned, we will continue to contribute all our energies to it; even our assessments 
of what has happened in Poland, of relations between the USSR and its allied countries 
and of the need to transcend the rigid counterposition of military and ideological blocs 
in Europe are an essential and necessary part of our contribution to a broad movement 
for disarmament and peace. We must repeat again: If we had submitted to the CPSU 
leaders’ pressures for us to attend the Paris conference of European communist parties 
(April 1980) which was to have begun a broad unitary European peace movement, on the one 
hand we would have given our endorsement to a meeting which could not, by virtue of its 
unilateral approach, have produced any mass movement (as experience subsequently proved) 
and on the other hand we would have isolated ourselves from the broad movement that has 
aroused and that still motivates all the West European and NATO countries. 
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The portrayal of our foreign policy in the PRAVDA article is the result of falsification -—- 
and slanderous falsification, too. The division of Europe into two opposed blocs is a 
fact. Our objective is to surmount it, to achieve elimination of the blocs. But this is 
an objective that can be achieved on the following conditions: a) if detente, arms 
reduction and disarmament go ahead; b) if within each bloc every country develops its ow 
initiative aimed at restoring the East-West dialogue and promoting negotiations that will 
lead to arms ré« duction -- in a balancei manner and on the basis of mutual security — at 
the lowest possible level, until nuclear-free zones are created and all nuclear weapo:s 

are banned. 


We have pursued this line rigorously and combatively, even in steadfast opposition to our 
own government, and with major political initiatives, such as, for instance, our proposal 
for a “moratorium” (a halt on the deployment of the Soviet SS-20's and a postponemenc 

of any decision on the Euromissiles together with the immediate start of negotiations.) 
We made this moratorium proposal before the NATO decision on the Euromissiles on 12 
December 1979 and before Reagan's victory in the United States. We are not among those 
who are combative only in word: we have never said “yes” to proposals from Moscow that 

we coxsidered mistaken, but we are a major political force, in both Italy and Europe, that 
can and must make an effective contribution to detente, disarmament and the elimination of 
the blocs. So much for trying to “appease” NATO. 


The fact is that the initiatives taken by West European democratic forces and governments, 
and especially by the FRG's Social Democratic-Liberal government, have been important. 
This is why we are trying to forge links with all forces and all initiatives that make 

it possible really to influence the situation in the direction of detente and socialism. 


We resolutely support a strategy of peace that will safeguard human civilization as a 
necessary basis of the struggle for socialism. We have always agreed with the Soviet Union 
when it has followed this main guideline: We have been and still are, in favor of 
dialogue and negotiations between the USSR and the United States; but when it has 
committed acts of interference, military interventions in other countries and pressure on 
the Nonaligned Movement, we have expressed our dissent openly. Who provides excuses for 
imperialism? Who criticizes actions inconsistent with the principle of safeguarding the 
independence and sovereignty of all people and states, and who commits acts that conflict 
with and harm the strategy of peace? As far as the facts are concerned, our stances 
coincide with those adopted throughout the world by many other peace-loving and progressive 
forces, which represent broad masses of people: numerous communist parties, whether in 
government or in opposition, numerous major trade union organizations, socialist and social 
democratic parties and movements of clear democratic and pacifist orientation. 


The PCI has always made the anti-imperialist struggle one of the main lynchpins of its 
policy. It has done so by means of major mass demonstrations, solidarity initiatives and 
political and parliamentary action when the USSR, China, Algeria, Vietnam, Cuba, Angola, 
Mozambique and all other peoples subjected to the colonial yoke have been the victims of 
imperialist action. It does so now in connection with El Salvador, Nicaragua, Guatemala, 
Chile, Argentina and Paraguay and in the struggle against racism in South Africa, for 
independence in Namibia and against the military dictatorship in Turkey, in solidarity 
with the PLO, for the Palestinian people's national rights. We make no boast of it, 
because it is natural. We have always been, and we remain, on the side of the peoples 
fighting to choose their own future and rules for coexistence in full autonomy. We are 
against the policy of imperialism and of outside military interventions, because we want 
the peoples’ free self-determination and full sovereignty and therefore oppose the 
repression of their legitimate aspirations. These principles are for us inseparable from 
our view of socialism. 
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It is precisely because we have always fought, and still fight, for these principles that we have 
adopted, and had to adopt, the stances that we announced in connection with the events 

in Poland. Indeed, it would be a very poor anti-imperialist struggle and a very poor defense 
of socialism that left the assertion of such principles, in countries such as Poland or 
Afghanistan, to the conservative forces of imperialism or to the reactionary forces that 

are quite content to take the opportunity to trample those same values elsewhere. The 
principles of the peoples’ independence and sovereignty are and must remain — not only 

in word but also in deed — the inalienable legacy of the workers and socialist movement. 


4. There is a falsified and almost grotesque portrayal also of the more general stances 
of the PCI, which is accused of having an “anti-Soviet" attitude and oi having espoused the 
positions and expressions of the imperialists and “enemies of socialism." We have always 
rejected and still reject every attempt to dismiss the experience of the USSR and of the 
countries algined with it. We do not attach denigratory labels to anybody. But neither 
must we permit the use of such methods against us. 


Our critique and our analysis of socialist society and of similar societies, thoug’\ sometimes 
acknowledged as hypothetically legitimate, are in practice portrayed as a “defection to the 
camp of the forces combating socialism.” This is based on a conception whereby the entire 
world is regarded as a rigid counterposition of two camps, between which it is necessary to 
choose, accepting or rejecting them en bloc. Such a conception has very little to do with 
the reality of the modern world, in which different forces and emergent movements, peoples, 
social classes and states sincerely aspire to socialism but refuse to be caged within such 
an oversimplified counterposition. Then there is the Nonaligned Movement, which is a major 
reality in the modern world, composed of states that declare their unwillingness t> align 
with either of the opposing camps. On the basis of a simplistic and manichean outlook, 

any criticism or even any autonomous analysis is regarded as a hostile act. Basically 

what is being said is this: Whoever is not with us is against us. Inthe past this attitude 
has done much harm to the cause of socialism and of mankind. 


The very idea of a single “real socialism” compared to which every other socialist idea or 
program is entirely unrealistic, must be rejected outright. If one holds such a position 
it is impossible to assert that one does not intend to propose or impose “models.” What 
is being invoked is still a political and ideological “orthodoxy” proclaimed from a ponti- 
fical position, which has eventually transformed the teachings of scientific socialism 
(particularly of Marx and Lenin) from living tools of analysis and awareness of a changing 
reality into a dogmatic ideological tystem, thus returning to the idea of a leading state 
with a mentality of and desire for supremacy. We are witnessing the desire to rebuild 
around the CPSU a single center of world leadership of the communist parties and of the 
entire people's liberation movgment. In any case, this is demonstrated by the tone and 
language of the PRAVDA article, characterized by intolerance and by peremptory assertions 
that evade an analysis of the facts and any reasoned debate. 


But in conclusion we would like to add that we consider it strange and worrying that the 
CPSU appears not to have learned from several serious events and ruptures in the past 
(from Yugoslavia to China), which seriously harmed -- and still affect -- not only the 
cause of socialism, peace and freedom, but also the Soviet Union itself. 


PCI DIRECTORATE ASSESSES DEBATE WITH MOSCOW 





LD282140 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 1800 GMT 28 Jan 82 
[Report from the Chamber of Deputies] 


[Excerpt] A meeting of the PCI Directorate devoted to a first assessment of the debate inside 
and outside the party following the harsh attack by Moscow and the firm reply by L'UNITA ended 
this afternoon. A document approved by the Directorate cites the extremely wide approval and 
support expressed by the rank and file not only in favor of the line condemning the events in 
Poland and standing for autonomy from Moscow, but also in favor of the method adopted by thé party 
in the dispute. Thediscussion is to be extended and made more exhaustive, the document states, 
and goes on to express appreciation of the views and comments made outside the PCI and, in particular 
by the Italian political forces which, apart from differing assessments and misrepresentations, now 
consider unwarranted prejudices and prejudgments to be unsustainable. 
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COMMUNIST PARTY ISSUES RESOLUTION ON POLAND 





PM251427 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 13 Jan 82 pp 6-7 
[Apparent text of 9 January PCE Central Committee resolution on situation in Poland] 


[Text] 1. The PCE Central Committee reaffirmsthe initial statements by the Secretariat and 
the Executive Committee on the events in Poland. The establishment of a military regime 
in that country poses communists two problems: One, as a democratic force committzd to 
a struggle for individual, social and national freedoms and for peace and disarmament, 
which cannot remain indifferent toward any event which assails these aims, wherever it 
may occur — in Poland or in Turkey — and which must express its opinion unequivocally 
if it wishes to assert its consistency and credibility. 


The other problem confronting us is connected with our ideological conceptions and our 
overall Marxist, revolutionary view of the process of world transformation. The events 
in Poland and their antecedents, both in that country and in some others which have 
followed the Soviet model, require a thorough reflection which cannot be confined to 
criticism of specific mistakes, unconnected with the system estabished on the basis of 
that model. 


We are not unaware of the anticommunist manipulation which imperialism is effecting, using 
the events in Poland, in which socialdemocratic sectors are also taking part. We are aware 
of the exaggeration with which a certain section of the press is presenting the repressive 
aspects and the number of victims, while concealing the atrocities commited in El Salvador, 
Turkey and other countries under imperialist inspiration. 


We realize that that manipulation scandalizes and upsets not a few communists and workers, 
who, out of class instinct may find themselves tempted to adopt justificatory and defensive 
st ances. 


The cause of socialism cannot in fact be defended by these stances. The atrocities committed 


by imperialism objectively constitute an argument in favor of socialism. But when reprehensible 


actions are carried out in the name of socialism, we must denounce them also unreservedly, 
because they objectively become the most harmful propaganda in favor of imperialism; that 
is, in favor of the avowed enemy of the social and national liberation movements and of 
the cause championed by our party. 


The gravest danger is that millions of human beings, disillusioned by the succession of 
negative phenomena occurring in-the countries of—"real socialism," will cease to believe 
in the liberating nature of communism and seek solutions in support for the policy of 
social democracy and of the bourgeoisie. 


The future of our cause -- of the cause of the liberation of mankind and of the disappearance 
of the exploiting classes and of the oppression of some peoples by others -- depends on 

our ability to resist imperialism's policy, but also to see and explain the degenerative 
processes in the countries of “realsocialism" and their causes and consequences, and to 
distinguish ourselves from a model and practices which are moving away from our overall 
Marxist, revolutionary conception. 


What is now generally known as Eurocommunism, although communist parties on other 
continents share these conceptions, intends to be a dual revolutionary class response: 

In the first place, to imperialism and its militarist policy of exploitation, it is also 
a response to the processes which endanger the ideals of communism as our founders under- 
stood them and as we understood them at the tims of our joining the party. Eurocommunism 
is a movement of recovery and creative regeneration of Marxism, and it is on the basis 

of that radically assertive stance that we must judge the events in Poland and their 
deeper backRround. 


2. From the outset, the PCE adopted an unequivocally favorable stance toward the movement 
of renewal and democratization in Poland, condemning any foreign intervention and 
interference. 
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We took as our basis the fact that it was the working class, and with it the peasants 

and the university people, which was leading the movement, and that its demands — princi- 
pally, independent trade unions, freedom of expression and self-management -- were regarded 
by us as elementary in a socialist system established 30-odd years ago. 


Moreover, there were very significant antecedents in Poland's recent history which proved 
the malfunctioning of the system. In 1956 a veritable national uprising headed by a con- 
munist leader — Gomulka — had occurred; in 1970 the action of the Gdansk workers, which 
was bloodily suppressed but it gave rise to a further change in the party and state 
leadership with Gierek"s promotion. But none of these events gave rise to radical reforms 
which would democratize the system. And the unrest among the working class and the people's 
masses continued to incubate until it exploded in the events of September 1980, from which 
the Solidarity trade unions emerged. The official trade union crumbled and reforms began 
with the negotiations among the Polish United Workers Party [PZPR], the trade unions and 
the churchwhich have not succeeded in being concluded satisfactorily. 


Nevertheless, the Central Committee believes that the only possibility of a real peaceful 
and democratic solution continues to lie in the lifting of martial law and the resumption 
of the responsible dialogue among the PZPR, Solidarity and the church. 


It is true that the Polish church has played a role in the government of “renewal,” and 

that it maintains great influence among the working class and the people's masses. This 
fact and the presence of a Polish pope in the Vatican poses the need to examine the ultimate 
nature of that “rer.ewal.” 


But in analyzing that process we cannot disregard a factor which runs like a thread through- 
out Poland's history. In that country national sentiment has been merged with the Catholic 
Church. The latter was the pivot of the whole struggle for national liberation against 
czarist imperialism and the central empires, in the former of which the Orthodox religion, 
and in the latter of which the Protestant religion, predominated. Thus, through a histor- 
ical process which cannot be altered, the national characteristics have had a component -- 
Catholicism -- which explains the fact that in the new state the church has maintained a 
clear preeminence and has made itself a poweful social, ideological and political center 

of reference vis-a-vis the party and the state. 


This shows why there is a clear Catholic influence in the movement of “renewal ,” which 

is continuing to have a national, as well as social, nature. And the national nature of 

the current crisis is caused by the fact that the revolution which proclaimed first “people's 
democracy” and then socialism was more an “exported” revolution than a creation of Poland's 
masses and internal forces. And moreover, it did not succeed in taking root deeply 

among the latter, because the system which was imposed was the Soviet model and not a 
specific model taking Polish realities into account. 


From a traditional Marxist outlook, one would tend to believe that the Catholic influence 
must in principle impart a regressive and reactionary significance to the moverent of 
“renewal.” However, in our time, both the debate on the not necessarily alienating nature 
of religion and the recognition of the positive role which Christian sectors are playing 
in the liberation struggle oblige us to adopt an approach of greater complexity. In this 
connection it is to be regretted that they did not succeed in organizing in Poland an 
experience more open toward Christianity inthe process of building socialism led by the 
PZPR. And it is important to point out the inability of the model applied in Poland to 
win over the masses, which is responsible for their alienation and for the fact that the 
process of “renewal” has had to take place in conflict with the PZPR. 


Moreover, irrespective of the debate on the significance of the religious influence, it 
is a democratizing and progressive movement because of the nature of its demands and 
because of the class heading it. 
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Even accepting that counterrevolutionary elements have become involved in that movement, 
it is only in its development, in the functioning of an independent class trade unionisn, 
in the implementation of self-management and in the practicing of freedom of expression 
and socialist democracy that a real differentiation and a reduction and isolation of the 
counterrevolutionary elements could be achieved. 


It seems certain that counterrevolutionary elements were able to infiltrate Solidarity. 
But to believe that the activity of counterrevolutionary elements and imperialist agents, 
exploiting only some specific mistake by the party, could stir up the working class and 
the entire people against a socialist system, at a time of such a deep crisis of capital- 
ism as the present, leads to the aberration which we do not accept and which in fact 
agrees with the bourgeois conclusions, of believing that socialism is a failed social 


systen. 


3. Om the contrary, the establishment of a military regime serves to strengthen the role 
of the elements which wished to transform the “renewal” into a counterrevolution. A 
military regime which practices reprehensible repression, which shoots at workers and 
which tries communists and trade unionists; ve know how it begins but not how it ends. 

In history all military regimes present themselves as temporary and are prolonged. In 
Poland the party has disappeared as an actual power, Solidarity has been broken up and 

two actual powers -- the army and the church -- survive. The military regime has objec- 
tively increased the church's political role: either ix :.mes to terms with it and reaches 
agreements or it persecutes it. If it persecutes it, ti church will renew and consolidate 
its role as leader of the national movement, strengthened, moreover, by the flag of demo- 
cracy, which it did not possess so clearly until now. 





In view of this situation, the PCE Central Committee declares itself in favor of the 
immediate restoration of the freedoms suspended by the military junta, an end to the 
repression and the development of the process of renewal and democratization. 


The PCE Central Committee expresses its full solidarity with the workers and people of 
Poland. 


In any event, a military regime, an army dictatorship, is a form of government totally 
alien to Marxism and Leninism. To say that the army is maintaining by force the power 
of the workers and peasants, precisely against the workers and peasants, is a nonsense 
which nobody can rationally maintain. 


The Central Committee also declares itself in favor of the cessation of all external 
political and military interference. 


At the same time, the Central Committee condemns the measures of retaliation adopted by 
President Reagan's U.S. administration. Those measures are no help to the Polish people 
but a scandalous maaipulation of Poland's sufferings by that administration in order to 
assert its militarist policy and its desire to cover Europe with nuclear missiles and 
turn our continent into the scene of a “limited" nuclear war which would annihilate 
Europe; to support Begin's expansionist policy in the Near East; to cover its shameless 
support for the genocide practiced by the El Salvador junta; to justify its pressures 
against Nicaragua and Cuba, and, as a last resort, a‘litary aggression against both 
revolutions; to justify its support for the acts of aggression against Angola and South 
Africa's racist and expansionist policy; and to concval its blessing to the military 


junta in Turkey. 


The Central Committee calls for an attitude of vigilance in view of the danger of possible 
aggressive initiatives which U.S. imperialism may feel tempted to undertake, particularly 
on the American continent, exploiting the current situation. 


In fact the initiatives from outside which may be effective for helping to resolve the 
Polish crisis are those whicn help to reduce international tension and to extricate our- 


selves from the dangerous path of cold war. 
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Economic retaliation and the interruption of the international negotiations aimed at 
detente can only exacerbate the situation even further. In this connection the European 
governments, except for that of Mrs Thatcher, are displaying a constructive attitude which 
contrasts with the U.S. administration's stances. 


The workers, the people's masses and, above all, the communists, should be aware of the 
fact that what has failed in Poland is not the idea of socialism and communism but the 
exporting and imposition of a model and of a political and economic sys:im at variance 
with Poland's real situation. 


But that same experience was undergone in Czechoslovakia in 1968. There too the imposed 
model conflicted with the de: 2zlopment of the production forces and with the political 
culture of the Czechoslovak people. Within the Czechoslovak Communist Party and in its 
Central Committee a movement of democratic renewal of socialism emerged which aroused great 
hopes among that people and also in the communist movement in the Western countries. A 
change in the model was begun from within the communist party which could demonstrate that 
the communist parties were capable of tackling the task of transforming the system of 
bureaucratized socialism and of imparting vitality and a new power of attraction to the 
socialist-type countries. 


The Soviet leaders did not tolerate it, and intervened militarily to maintain the model at 
all costs, and since the church could not be blamed in Czechoslovakia, other scapegoats 
were sought. 


In Poland the Soviet leadership's pressures to maintain the model at all costs, expressed in 
official statements and in newspaper articles, have played an indisputable role in the 
establishment of the military junta. 


We realize that as long as the military blocs persist, the Soviet Union will regard keeping 
Poland in the Warsaw Pact as vital for the strategic balance. But we believe that the 
“renewal” and democratization were not incompatible with Poland's remaining in that pact, 
just as the democratization of socialism in Czechoslovkia would not have been, either. 


However, there is a dynamic of the military blocs which leads to imposing the Soviet model 
on the Warsaw Pact countries, thus limiting their sovereignty, in the same way that in the 
NATO countries an attempt is made to exclude and veto the communist parties, even at the 
cost of violating the democratic game. All this confirms the need to surmount the system 
of military blocs in order to guarantee every people's independence and democracy. 


4. By drawing up this extensive declaration, the PCE Central Committee is not interfering 

in Poland's internal affairs. The point is that the creation of a military junta in that 
country and other antecedents of this event in the countries of “real socialism” could 
jeoparidze the credibility of the communist blueprint in the eyes of the masses. Imperialism, 
the conservative forces and some social democratic sectors are, of course, working in this 
direction. But we would be deceiving ourselves if we failed to see the damage being caused 
to communism’s prestige, even without this manipulation, purely by the events that have 
occurred. 


We are witnessing phenomena that add further validity to our Eurocommunist option; that 
oblige us to carry out an even more thorough reappraisal of what we couli call the tradi- 
tional culture of the communist movement -- not so as to abandon Marxist revolutionary 
stances, but to restore them more fully, to develop them and enrich them wath new 
experience. It is not a matter of swinging to the right, but of maintaining our leftwing 
stances and of reasserting them in the face of the threat of a dogmatism concerning not so 
much principles as obedience to the historical centers of the communist movement, which 
would eventually displace us from the left and transform us into mere instruments of one 
bloc within the other. 
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We still regard the Great October Revolution as the most decisive event in the human 

history of this era. This revolution smashed the foundation of imperialism, put an end 

to the capitalist system in one-sixth of the world, and imparted a thrust to the revolution- 
ary movements both in the capitalist world and in the colenies. The system that emerged 
from it played a fundamental role in the defeat of Hitlerism; it imparted a thrust to the 
process of decolonization and the people's liberation. 


The October Revolution was the response of the pecple and of what was then the most 
advanced workers party — Lenin's party — to the Social Democratic submission in World 
War I and to the reformism of the Second International. This revolution imparted a thrust 
to the birth of the communist parties which personified the active solidarity of the most 
active and aware sectors of every country's proletariat with a Soviet Russia encircled by 
imperialism and a response to soci«l democracy. 


The October Revolution, its example, forced the bourgeoisie of the developed countries to 
make major political and social concessions to the workers. 


The October Revolution started the historical period of the socialist transformation of the 
world -- with its trials and errors, advances and sometimes regressions -- and imparts its 
imprint to the entire contemporary liberation movement. It imparted an enormous impetus 

to human progress of all kinds; it created a kind of state and ownership relations that played 
a profoundly revolutionary role in the world. 


But under Stalin's leadership this kind of state, having ceased to be a bourgeois state 
responsible for defending capitalist ownership, did not succeed in becoming what in Marxist 
terminology is known as the organized proletariat as the ruling class, in other words, 4 
true workers’ democracy. It is a state that places itself above society, that has 
institutionalized a bureaucracy that decides everything. The history of the Soviet 
political model shows that in practice the party, while believing that it dominates the 
state apparatus, has become devoured by it: This is a danger that sooner or later faces 
all systems that have suppressed political pluralism. The model to which we are referring 
has produced the phenomenon that all democratic debate has been excluded from the party 

and that congresses and conferences are reduced to a purely formal and propagandist ritual. 
The party thus becomes a vast bureaucratic setup which the masses see more as an instrument 
of power than as a revolutionary vanguard. 


Lenin and the revolutionary leaders saw and denounced this danger in the early years, aware 
of the difficulties of building a complete socialist system in such a backward country. 

But under Stalin's leadership the existing achievement was treated theoretically 4s complete 
socialism and the transition to communist society was announced. Since this did not reflect 
the truth, the theory became an ideology -- in the pejorative meaning that Marxism attaches 
to the term -- so that in fact a gulf appeared between theory and practice, in contrast 

with the principles that must govern a communist party's action. 


And this model was exported, imposed on other countries, forgetting Lenin's opinion 
concerning the diversity of forms of transition to socialism. 


The 20th CPSU Congress created great hopes of democratization of the system, flexibility of 
relations between the USSR and the other socialist-type countries in the direction of 
autonomy, the elimination of the concept of the leading party and the acceptance of the 
parties’ independence and of manifold democratic roads to socialism, as well as the different 
forms that socialism can take. But these hopes were short lived and remained restricted 

to the mere criticism of Stalin's personality cult, which did not extend to the root of 

the problem, namely, the model, the system. 














VII. 29 Jan 8&2 86 SPAIN 


And what has happened? The manual or intellectual worker who has not yet succeeded in 
receiving from society pay “according to his work” -- in accordance with the classic 
socialist formula -- who lives under difficult conditions; who is suffering the con- 
sequences of bureaucratic structures; who is excluded from all important social decisions, 
which are imposed by the partystate, which seems ommipotent to him: This worker, who has 
still not emerged from his alienation, cannot feel in control of power, even under 
socialism, though he is not exploited by private capitalists. 


In fact the exacerbation of the economic crisis in Poland has highlighted the contradiction 
between a political system, «a model of a bureaucratized state that controls and decides 
everything over society's heads, and the interests and desire of society, of the workers, 
for participation, for decisionmaking power and socialist sel f-managenent. 


This contradiction could also manifest itself in the councries that have implemented the same 
model and that have achieved a certain level of social, economic and cultural development, 
with a danger of imparting the appearance of «2 failure of the idea of communisn to what is 
simply the exhaustion of a model political system which stemmed in practice from the 
exercise of power by a single party under conditions of inadequately developed production 
forces economically and was militarily harassed by the capitalist forces -- 4 system which 
continued to reproduce itself even when conditions were different and when it was objectively 
becoming an obstacle to the development of socialien and communise. 


The fact that this system was in fact created in practice and was perhaps difficult to avoid 
under specific hi:torical conditions but was nevertheless defined as the real and loftiest 
realization of the socialism envisaged by Marx and Engels means that at the base of the 
traditional culture of the communist movement there is an ideological distortion that the PCE 
began to transcend years ago, advancing toward a restoration of the profoundly creative 
values of the revolutionary Marxism, which now takes specific form in the concept now known as 
“Eurocommunisns.” 


5. The present situation leads us to the clear conclusion that the form of organizing the 
revolutionary movement -- which emerged in response to the historical filaure of the Second, 
social democratic, International -- centered on the October 1917 revolution in Russia, which 
took shape in Comintern, then Cominform and later the communist parties’ international 
conferences, is definitively obsolete. 


Our party has reached this conclusion in practice starting with the Czechoslovak events of 
1968. Even at the 1969 international communist parties’ conference it was clear that the 
PCE was abandoning any kind of special relations with the CPSU, and it has not veered from 
this line. There has been no break in relations with the CPSU. In the international 

field we have maintained full independence and have intensified relations with the parties 
closer to us in thought. We have criticized al] initiatives which in our opinion conflicted 
with the ideals of communism, and as a result we, as a party, have been the object of 
repeated attacks on the part of communist parties that consider the Soviet model the most 
advanced form of socialism possible. 


The events in Poland confirm a number of our fundamental Eurocommunist ideas, which transcend 
the distortions introduced into the communist movement's culture and which recover the 
revolutionary Marxist theoretical heritage -- ideas which we wish to sum up in this 
resolution in the following very specific points: 


A) The assertion of the values of democracy and therefore of pluralism in the organization 
of state power, which presupposes the transcending of the idea of the “workers and peasant 
state,” the “dictatorship of the proletariat,” and the “state apparatus merged with the 
party apparatus” and its replacement with the idea of the democratic hegemony of the forces 
of labor and culture, of a new historic bloc that will rally all the revolutionary forces 
and forces of social progress. 
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This idea presupposes the establishment of universal suffrage and various other forms of 
participation by the social and mass movements in political decisionmaking; the maintenance 
of the state's secular character, with regard to both religion and philosophy; acceptance 
of the interplay of aajcrities and tinorities by means of a plurality of parties and 
alternation in power; the stubborn defense of individual and collective rights and 
freedoms including the freedoms of association, speech and the press, religious freedom 
and the freedom to strike; and the recognition of national and regional characteristics. 


In Spain this means the wnrestricted implementation of the rights and duties of al! 
kinds enshrined in the 1978 constitution. 


B) Coexistence for a lengthy historical period of forms of state and private ownership, 
which will place the principal mainstays of the economy in public hands, so that complete 
state ownership will be the result not of voluntarist government measures which would 
éestroy production forces and services useful to society, but of the real development of 
the production forces and of the extension of socialist awareness. 


C) The establishment of workers’ self-management in the enterprises so that they will feel 
the masters of, and responsible for, their development, which is in no way incompatible with 
democratic planning. 


D) Part of this conception is the communist party's role as a vanguard party, not because 
this characteristic is granted to it by any kind of affiliation of formal sel f-appointment, 
but by virtwe of its real bility to implement Marxism in a revolutionary and creative way; 

a communist party that does not consider itself to be the workers masses’ sole representative, 
which recognizes in theory and practice the representativeness of other socialist and 
progressive parties and the role of the social movements, a PCE which, by accepting this, 
recognizes the plurality of social trends and does not aspire to a power monopoly, much less 
to a merging of state and party. 


The PCE is no longer regarded as an “army” or a “general staff,” but as a vanguard political 
force composed of aware and responsible men and women who express, discuss and compare their 
ideas freely, but who also wnite freely and fraternally around the party program, who 

regard the party itself as the most valuable tool in the struggle to emancipate the workers, 
who recognize organization and relations with the masses as a fundamental element of their 
political action and unity of action and discipline with respect to the congress’ decisions — 
and between congresses with respect to the decisions of the higher bodies -- as essential 

for the efficiency of the political struggle. 


The communist party recognizes that, apart from the collective political tasks shared by 

all its members, each member is entirely free with regard to his personal preferences, his 
membership of progressive social movements, his intellectual or artistic inclinations and 
his private life. It also recognizes that in the field of theory, culture and art or of 
scientific research different schools of thought can coerist within it and that they must 

all have the opportunity to express themselves freely in its organs and cultural publications. 
The communist party defines itself as a nonconfessional party which can embrace atheists, 
agnostics and believers. 


The communist party as such decides only on matters of revolutionary strategy and political 
tactics. 


The communist party does not aim to become the dominant force of the state or to impose its 
ideology as the official state ideology. The communist party's mission is to ensure that 

the forces of labor and culture, in all their diversity, democratically gain sociopolitical 
hegemony. Hence the importance that the communist party attaches to the policy of alliance 
among the leftwing and progressive forces and in the future to what we have called “the new 


political grouping.” 
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We communists are intermationalists. Our active solidarity is exercised and will continue 
to be exercised with all social and national liberation movements, with all those struggling 
for peace, disarmament and cooperation among the peoples. 


The crisis in the various forms of international organization [articulacion] centered on 
the CPSU and the failure of the social democratic intermational experience creates the need 
for a quest for new forms of solidarity and internationalist cooperation. The creativity 
demonstrated by Marxists at the time of the Zimmerwald and Kiental conferences must be re- 
peated todev, adapted, of course, to the new historical tasks facing progressive manking. 


The continuation of the revolutionary process begun in October 1917 within the late 20th 
century, learning from all the experiences of the past, creates the need to transcend not 

only traditional social democratic culture but also the distortions of the traditional 
culture of the communist movement. This is an exciting and creative task in which, in today's 
world, there should be a rallying of communists, socialists and revolutionary liberation 
movements -- that is, of all those anxious really to transform this society, in which it 

is capitalism that is actually failing and in which the need for socialist transformations 

is an objective fact. 


The objective need to advance toward socialist solutions is more evident in Europe during 
the present crisis, which is affecting the economic structures, model of development and 
culture that have hitherto dominated. This objective need must lead to the crystalization 
of the European left. 


By saying this we are not envisaging any kind of “Eurocentrism.” On the contrary, we believe 
that this path cannot be pursued except by means of equal-based and democratic cooperation 
with the Third World revolutionary and progressive forces and subsequently with all interna- 
tional forces of that kind. 


In this way Europe and the other developed countries, together with the Third World countries 
experiencing revolutionary changes, could impart a new thrust that would advance the socialist 
changes begun in 1917 both in the capitalist world and in socialist-type countries along 
different and multifaceted paths. 


The pressing need to struggle for peace, the peoples’ independence, democracy and a new 

world economic order, the struggle for a world without exploiter classes or oppressed peoples, 
a world of solidarity in which the sums now squandered on weapons would be spent on prosperity 
and culture, demands combined efforts from all workers, communist, socialist and progressive 
parties and from all liberation movements, in new forms of internationalist organization. 


This means more flexible and borader forms of organization, independent of the military 
blocs and not aligned with state policies to achieve this kind of organization, which will 
not happen overnight and will require prolonged efforts. It will be necessary to create 
centers of influence on an international level, which in no way implies the formation of 
any centers of international leadership or of a new international. 





We Spanish communists procede along this path from the principle that the victory of 
socialism worldwide cannot be the victory of one bloc over another, it cannot come from the 
military defeat of any state, it must be the result of a process of displacement of the 
exploiter classes from each country through the efforts and deliberate struggle of each 
people and internationalist political solidarity. 


The Central Committee is determined to develop and support all initiatives likely to lead 
to this new kind of organization and to create the center or centers of internationalist 
action that will facilitate this objective. 
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At the same time the PCE aims to develop and extend its bilateral relations vith all 
communist, socialist and progressive parties and with the liberation movements with a 
view to maintaining ties of solidarity and working in the direction mentioned. 


A communist party, a workers’ party, faced with the revolutionary movement's new problems, 
cannot retreat within its own borders, limit its policy to the confines of a4 kind of 
nationalist autarky. There is now no political or social movement, even among the 
bourgeoisie, that has no internationalist ties. 


The Central Committee raises still higher the flag of internationalist solidarity, of 
Marxist internationaliss, which is inseparable from the cause of the workers, from the 
ideal of communise and socialisn. 


We are in a period of transition, in which mankind is faced with two paths: war and « 
return to barbsrise or the advance to « freer, more just and more egalitarian world, in 
accordance with the principles of creative and revolutionary Marxism, which we are 
determined to fully recover. 


*"Renevalists’ Comment 
PM251211 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 13 Jan 82 p 15 


[Joaquina Prades report) 


[Text] The “renewalist” Eurocomeunist sector of the PCE regards as “merely acceptable” 
the Central Committee's official statement on the events in Poland, published on Monday. 
The “renewalist™ objections -- according to what some of their most prominent spokesmen 
told EL PAIS yesterday -- come down essentially to the failure to announce the severance 
of relations with the Polish United Workers’ Party [PZPR] and the incomplete explanation, 
in their opinion, concerning the PCE’s future relationship with the Furcpean parties. 


The “renewalists™ stated that they find the above-mentioned Central Committee resolution -- 
in whose approval they did not take part because, apart from very few exceptions, they 
were recently expelled from that Communist leadership body -- “merely acceptable,” since 
they believe that at the same time as publishing that statement, the PCE should have 
announced the official severance of relations with the PZPR, “just as it happened,” they 
add, “when Soviet troops invaded Czechoslovakia in 1968.” 


The other objection of this sector of the PCE concerns the fact that, when the PCI pub- 
lished its official resolution on the Polish events a few days ago, it was clearly 
specified that “from this moment the PCI will give no preferential treatment to other 
East European communist countries,” which means in practice that the same treatment will 
be given in the future to a labor or social democratic party, for instance, as to one of 
the communist parties of the Warsaw Pact countries. 


In the specific instance of the PCE, the “renewalists” assert that this point was not 
clearly specified -- something which they attribute to “Santiago Carrillo’s good relations 
with Romania's Ceausescu and the satrap or North Korea, Kim Il-song,” to use Alberto 
Infante’s exact words. In the PCE Central Committee statement, this specific reference 
is confined to the CPSU and not extended to the other communist parties: “At the 1969 
international conference of communist parties,” the Spanish Communists’ official state- 
ment says verbatim, “It was already clear that our party was abandoning any privileged 
relationship with the CPSU, and it has not departed from that course.” 


“There has been no severance of relations with the CPSU; in the international field we 
have maintained full independence,” it continues, “and we have intensified relations with 
those parties closer to us in thinking.” 
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For his part, the PCE"s new press secretary, Enrique Curiel, told this newspaper that 

“our party made that statement about no preferential treatment for any other party following 
the invasion of Prague. All that the PCI has dome mowisto emulate the PCE, only vith a 

few vears* delay.” 


Agreement Setween Carrillo and Enrico Serlinguer 


Both communiques — the PCI"s and the PCE*’s — concerning the events in Poland are the 
result of am agreement between the two parties reached in December at a meeting in Rome 
between PCE Secreiary General Santiago Carrillo and PCI Secretary Ceneral Enrico Berlinguer. 


The caiy “remewalist™ who has not been expelled from the Central Comittee — Valencia 
Deputy Emerito Bono -- told EL PAIS that “these omissions do in fact exist, but I believe 
that, if practice is consistent with what is stated in the document, both actions will 
be carried out in the near future.” 


Another of the factors of recent unease among the “renewalists” was the fact that the party's 
proftownd internal crisis was not discussed at the last Central Committee plenum, 
“especially,” ome of them said, “when something as important as the resignation of 41 
municipal cowncillors in Madrid Province has occurred.” “Although it is true that ic did 
not figure on the agenda,” the same source added, “it could perfectly well have been 

debated in the question and answer session, if Carrillo had not prevented it.” 


The “renewalists’” politics! activity entails for the present remaining in the PCE at all 
costs. In the meantime they are beginning to see that between an “externally Eurocomunist 
and internally Stalinist” PCE and a Spanish Socialist Workers Party which is “necessarily 
very moderate because of its pacts with the government,” a2 political area is opening up 
which might be termed the “pivot of the left.” 


CALVO-SOTELO SAYS NO TO EARLY CORTES ELECTIONS 





LD262230 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2100 Gt 28 Jan 82 


[Text] The prime minister still intends to hold elections in 1983, according to «a 
statement by the Union of the Democratic Center [UCD] parliamentary group spokesman, 
Lamo de Espinosa. The decision was made during a cabinet session held to analyze the 
situation of the UCD following the defection of three of its members. According to 

Lamo de Espinosa, at no point in the meeting was the possibility of dissolving parliament 
considered. Now, the UCD spokesman said, the UCD will have to review each of the pending 
bills one by ome to determine the possibility of getting them through parliament in view 
of the balance of forces in congress. 


BRIEFS 


NEW COUNCIL OF STATE MEMBERS -- This morning Lieutenants General Alvaro Lacalle and Ignacio 
Alfare Arregui were sworn in as members of the Council of State. [Madrid Domestic 
Service in Spanish 1100 GT 28 Jan 82 LD) 
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DEFENSE MINISTRY WILL NOT PROSECUTE FORSVAR 





PM271601 Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET in Swedish 26 Jan 82 p 4 


[Text] Copenhagen — The Defense Ministry has decided that charges of spying will not be 
made against the magazine FORSVAR, which is critical of Danish defense policy and 
revealed the existence of secret military listening stations and published pictures of 
one of the stations. Legal experts persuaded the ministry not to prosecute when it came 
to light that military personnel «at the station in queztion had sent Christmas cards with 
pictures of the same antennae. 


FINLAND 


PRESIDENT CLOSES 1981 PARLIAMENTARY SESSION 








LD281738 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1400 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] President Mauno Koivisto hopes for a speedy solution to the problem of the 
government. Speaking at the closing session of the 1981 parliamentary session, President 
Koivisto said he hoped that a new administration, capable of foreign and domestic 
political action, could be appointed without undue delay for the rest of the election 
period. 


The solem closing of last year's session took place in the parliamentary building this 
afternoon. During his speech, Speaker Johannes Virolainen stressed the parliament's 
activity in legislative work. In Virolainen's view, the work in the just ended session 
was made easier by the broad-based majority goverrment. 


[Begin Virolainen recording] During the last parliamentary session, the work has been 
made easier by the fact that there was a broad-based majority government in the country. 
The government submitted to the parliament several important bills, on the basis of 
which many important legislative measures were concluded. Among them, I want to mention 
regional law reform which, it is hoped, will make it possible to level differences in 
regional development more effectively than before. The resources which, within the 
framework of our limited [word indistinct], can be directed to regional development, 
will yield good :esults in future. I am convinced of this. [end recording] 


After Virolainen's speech, President Koivisto officially closed the 1981 parliamentary 
session. In his speech President Koivisto stressed the stability of Finland's foreign 
political line. 


[Begin Koivisto recording] Finland's foreign po)itical position has remained stable 
during the past parliamentary session, despite t’ e worrying growth of international 
tension. The confidence of foreign powers in ti continuity of Finlard's foreign policy 
on the well-known and established Paasikivi-Keli, nen line is strong, *s ve have been 
able to see from the many statements made in connection with the change of president. 

We feel great gratitude to President Urho Kekkonen and his life's work. It is our most 
important task to nurture the foreign political heritage he has left us and to follow 
the path he laid out. [end recording] 





The 1982 parliamentary session will be opened Wednesday, 3 February. The speakers will 
be elected the day before that. After the start of the new session, discussions on 
forming the new government will also be started officially. 
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SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC LEADER TO VISIT USSR 1 FEB 








PM281301 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 23 Jan 82 p 13 


[Text] Social Democratic Party Chairman Kalevi Sorsa will travel to Moscow 1 February. 
During his vis*~ he will probably meet Soviet President Leonid Brezhnev, Social Democratic 
Party headquarters announced on Friday [22 January]. Sorsa will lead a delegation repre- 
senting the Socialist International's disarmament group. The delegation will include 
representatives of social democrats in Finland, West Germany, Austria, Britain, France, 
the Netherlands, Spain, Japan and Venezuela. 


Talks with the Soviet hosts will be held 2-4 February. They will deal with international 
questions and with disarmament endeavors, the CSCE follow-up meeting in Madrid and Poland 
in particular. Sorsa visited the United States with a similar delegation in November 
last year. There were talks with representatives of the U.S. leadership, and Sorsa also 
met UN Secretary General Kurt Waldheim. Sorsa will return from Moscow 5 February. 


According to reports, two CPSU representatives will arrive in Helsinki next week to make 
\reparations for Sorsa’s visit to Moscow. However, political circles incline to the view 
that the most important reason for Vitaliy Shaposhnikov and Stefan Smirnov's visit is to 
negotiate with the Finnish Communist Party about the situation within the party. 
Shaposhnikov is deputy chief of the CPSU's international section, and Smirnov works in the 


party Central Committee. 
BRIEFS 


FINNISH-LANGUAGE PAPER BANKRUPT -- Sweden's only Finnish-language daily, FINN-SANOMAT, 
printed in Goteborg, has gone bankrupt. The paper's debts amount to about 2,500,000 
kronor. The editor in chief of FINN-SANOMAT Esko Javanainen said today that because of 
economic difficulties the enterprise can no longer continue its operations. FINN-SANOMAT 
has its own offset printing office and the editorial office and the printing office 
employ a total of about 40 Finnish staff. [Text] [Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 
2100 GMT 28 Jan 82 LD] 





FRANCE'S CHEYSSON TO VISIT EARLY FEBRUARY 





PM271147 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 21 Jan 82 p 6 


[Text] Paris, 20 Jan — French External Relations Minister Claude Cheysson has accepted 
an invitation to visit Sweden 4 and 5 February. This was announced in Paris Wednesday 

[20 January] in connection with Swedish Riksdag Speaker Ingemund Bengtsson's official 
visit to his French counterpart. If the dispute between SAS and Air France is not settled 
in the next 2 weeks itis likely that Swedish Foreign Minister Ola Ullsten will raise the 
matter with Cheysson. 


Cheysson has had an open invitation for a long time. The fact that he has now decided 

to accept the invitation does not mean that the dispute between the two airlines is 
thought to be so urgent that a visit is necessary. But last week Ola Ullsten wrote to 
Cheysson asking him for assistance in getting the deadlocked negotiations moving again. 
On Wednesday Ingemund Bengtsson ended a 2-day visit to Paris with a meeting with French 
Premier Pierre Mauroy. He also met with his French counterpart, Louis Mermaz, and French 
Senate Speaker Alain Poher. 
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DENKTAS REJECTS PAPAWDREOU'S CALL FOR UNITY 





TA281553 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1520 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] Lefkosa, 28 Jan (AA) — President Rauf Denktas of the Turkish Federated State said 
either a partnership is formed on Cyprus, or the former partners go on living side by 
side. He made the comment in reaction to a statement by Greek Premier Papandreou, who 
called for a nonaligned unitary Cyprus where Turkish and Greek Cypriots would coexist, 
with equal rights. Denktas noted so-called equal rights existed in history for the 
Turkish communities in Greece and in Rhodes, and that kind of equality was unacceptable 
for the Turkish Cypri-c community. 


DENKTAS CRITICIZES UN HANDLING OF WEAPONS ISSUE 





TA281332 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1030 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Excerpt] President Rauf Denktas made a statement in connection with the [weapens] issue 
this morning in which he harshly criticized the United Nations. He said that at the 
meeting he had yesterday with the UN secretary general's special envoy in Cyprus, Hugo 
Gobbi, it was determined that the announcement and explanation offered o- the subject 

by the UN representativ= -- in an inappropriate manner — were not true. Because the 

arms and ammunition in Athalassa, which should be under UN control, were no longer there, 
another UN statement was needed to clarify the situation. Denktas continued: The 
announcement proves that an earlier statement by the UN spokesman was not accurate and that 
undiplomatic language was used in the statement. I hope the UN authorities will take the 
necessary steps on this subject. 


The last UN declaration affirms that the arms and ammunition that should be under UN con- 
trol are no longer there. Despite this, no explanations have been offered as to how, over 
so many years, the United Nations lost control of the arms and ammunition. This proves the 
UN tendency to coverup some truths if it so desires. This is a regrettable example. We 
cannot agree that only a very small quantity of ammunition is missing. We have lost our 
trust. This is a very regrettable development. 


In reply to a question on the amount of arms in question, Denktas said the figures reported 
by a Turkish daily has to be accepted as true until proven otherwise. Denktas said that 
the UN authorities must deal with the issue much more carefully and added: One of the 
tasks of the UN authorities is to prevent such developments. However, the uN statementer 
have tried to cover up the incident. Weare sorry about that. 


KIPRIANOU RETURNS; REPORTS ON ATHENS TALKS 





NC282220 Nicosia Domestic Television Service in Greek 1830 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] President Kiprianou this evening returned from Athens where he had talks with the 
government of Greece and the country's political leaders on the latest developments in the 
Cyprus issue. The president was welcomed at Larnaca airport by President of the House of 
Representatives Ladhas, who replaced him during his absence; ministers; the iietropolitan 
bishop of Kitium; the commanders of the police and the National Guard, and otner officials. 
Interlocutor 'eannidhis also returned with the president. 


In a statement, President Kiprianou expressed full satisfaction with his talks with the 
Greek Government, which he added, were fruitful and very useful. [Begin recording] I 
return from my visit to Athens fully satisfied with everything. The talks with the Greek 
Government were fruitful and extremely useful. Not only did we have the opportunity to 
reconfirm the joint line we laid down during the first meeting with Papandreou when he 
assumed power, but we had the opportunity to enter into more details and to program in 
detail the next steps in view of possible developments. I wish to emphasize once more 

the unstinting support of Greece, particularly that of the government and of Prime Minister 
Papandreou, for the struggle by Cyprus for liberty and justice. 
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During my stay in Athens I had the opportunity to meet with the president of Greece and 
briefed him on the latest developments in the Cyprus problem. I also had the 
opportunity to meet with the new leader of the official opposition, Amerof, as well as 
the leader and the secretary general of the KKE, Florakis, and other political 
personalities and party leaders. There is absolutely no doubt that interest in Cyprus, 
which has always existed in Greece, is increasing and more alive. This is due to the 
more determined support of the Greek Government. The talks were conducted in an 
atmosphere of cordiality, and there was a concord of views both in our evaluations and 
reports and in the further handling of the issue. When I say concord of views -- since 
this is often the object of criticism or even, often, of ironic comments — this is a 
fact and not a figure of speech. Greece's support is a fact. It is decisive and, as we 
have declared repeatedly, it is the main support in the struggle we are waging. 


During our talks we reviewed the latest developments in the dialogue being conducted, 
and we aino dealt with the efforts being made on the part of both the Greek Government 
and the Cyprus Government in the international srena to promote our national issue. 
There is full agreement that the time limits for the dialogue must be exhausted, because 
the dialogue is now entering a critical phase, in order to establish beyond any possible 
doubt to what extent it will be possible to make any progress; in other words, a change 
in the Turkish position and abandonment of its well-known philosophy. If this does not 
become possible within a reasonable time -- in a few months — then most certainly the 
next step, as determined during earlier contacts in Athens and also as decided on by the 
Cyprus National Council and the Ministerial Council, the next step will be a Cyprus 
appeal at the UN General Assembly. 


Among other things, we also discussed the question of what our specific goal must be in 
any new appeal. This was the subject of consultations, and it will continue to be the 
subject of consultations. We will conclude our consultations o\ this subject and we will 
draw conclusions, after I first brief the National and Ministerial councils, with Prime 
Minister Papandreou during his visit to Nicosia, which, despite all the rumors, will take 
place on 27 and 28 February and 1 March. As stated earlier, this is the first such visit 
by a Greek prime minister to Cyprus, and apart from the symbolic significance, which 
proves the great interest of Greece in Cyprus, this visit will also be of a basic 
significance. Within the framework of the evaluations and estimates made, I must 
emphasize that we agree totally both on the fact that the recent artificial tension 
created both in Greece and in Cyprus around possible Turkish activities is artificial 

and that there must be absolutely no concern. No panic is justifiable in any way. I 
believe Turkey will in no way be allowed to proceed with any plans which could create 
irregularities. 


For our part, it is a fact that we aspire to a solution of the Cyprus problem through 
peaceful procedures. We want a peaceful solution to the Cyprus problem. We agree fully 
with the Greek Government that our irrevocable goai is to guarantee an absolutely 
independent Cyprus Republic, with its territorial integrity, sovereignty, unity and 
nonaligned character ensured. We agree that the internal structure must be a federation, 
and we also agree that the inalienable rights of the citizens must be guaranteed, both 
human rights and basic liberties, including the inalienable right of the refugees to 
return to their ancestral hearths as well as the rights of free settlement, free movement 


and property. 


We also discussed many other current issues related to the promotion of our national 
cause and other matters related to the Cyprus problem and with what has taken place. 
During the last day, at a private meeting with the Greek prime minister, we exchanged 
views on the opening of the Cyprus dossier. There is agreement on this matter -- that 
this dossier of treason must be opened not only for historical reasons and, naturally, 
not for the purpose of persecuting those who possibly were influenced by national 
slogans, but for prosecuting the leading perpetrators of the Cyprus tragedy. There is 
no reneging on this matter, just as there is no reneging on any other matter. 
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The assistance of Greece is, and it will continue to be, multifaceted in all sectors without 
exception. We have established that despite the fact that there are meny problems in the 
world today facing mankind, interest in the Cyprus problem is growing. This is a good omen, 
because it offers us the opportunity to promote it even further internationally. In parallel 
with the dialogue being conducted, whose future we cannot predetermine — since on the basis 
of the facts of the moment it is questionable whether it will produce results and, as a 
result, the next step will be an appeal to the United Nations -- in parallel, the effort for 
internationalization will be continued on the part of both the Greek and Cyprus governments. 
What I would like to stress particularly is the fact that there is full coordination between 
the Greek and Cyprus governments; coordination of actions and programming. This is extremely 
important for the future of our national cause. 


The message I bring back after the talks in Athens is that Greece is the main support, as 

I stated earlier, of our struggle for liberty and justice, and to the degree that this depends 
on the Greek Government within the framework of possibilities, within the framework of the 
broader foreign policy of the Greek Government, the Greek Government will do everything possi- 
ble, because it considers the Cyprus problem a basic and fundamental problem, a problem on 
which depends not only the future of Cyprus but also the future of relations between Creece 
and Turkey. Consequently, an unsatisfactory solution of the Cyprus problem, the perpetuation 
of the current situation, will without a doubt -- and this is fully understood -- will have 

an effect on the progress of Hellenism. At the same time, an unsatisfactory solution will 
result in continued conflagration and friction in this delicate area of the Mediterranean. 


I repeat, I am fully satisfied with every aspect of the talks because there was not only a 
reaffirmation of the agreed-upon line, the jointly-laid-down line since Prime Minister 
Papandreou assumed power, but simultaneously we entered into a detailed, brotherly dialogue, 
as Papandreou himself stated, between the governments of Greece and Cyprus on what must be 
done as the next steps toward promoting the cause of Cyprus, always with the goal of 
guaranteeing the prerequisites for survival and justification. 


I firmly believe this visit was extremely useful from every aspect and that it is a useful 
preamble to the Greek prime minister's visit to Cyprus, when it is expected there will be a 
conclusion to our talks in regard to planning for the forthcoming steps. [end recording] 


Answering questions, the president stated the Greek Government believes that in a solution 
the form of guarantees must be broader and must include the independence and territorial 
integrity of Cyprus. President Kiprianou stated that Papandreou explained that by a “rede- 
finement™ he meant the new Greek Government's activities within the various organizations 
to which it belongs in respect to its role as basically a country interested in putting an 
end to the occupation of Cyprus. This does not mean he is taking a position against the 
dialogue now being conducted. For the Cyprus side, he continued, there is no question of 
a redefinement. The basis for the intercommunal dialogue consists of the UN resolutions 
and the summit agreements. Within the framework of the dialogue it is natural that there 
should be discussion of the UN evaluation. We maintain our positions, and absolutely no 
harm can come from discussion of the evaluations, he added. We have an obligation to pro- 
vide some understandable time limit so it may be established beyond any doubt who wiil be 
responsible for a possible impasse in the talks. Our own side will be free to undertake 
its own intiatives. The missing persons is a special issue for discussion with the UN 
secretary general and the Greek prime minister. Papandreou is particularly interested in 
the missing persons, as we are. Kiprianou also said he discussed the auestion of the 
enclaved [persons] and measures to be adopted. 
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EUROPEAN COMMUNITY 





COUNCIL OF EUROPE UPHOLDS TURKEY*S MEMBERSHIP 





TA282019 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] The Council of Europe Consultative Assembly today approved a draft resolution 
drawn up by its Political Committee and envisaging Turkey's continued membership in the 
council. The resolution was approved by 68 votes to 41 votes during a vote held at the 
Consultative Assembly this evening. Five members abstained. 


The resolution notes that the continuation of Turkey's membership to the Council of Europe 
would be useful from the viewpoint of observing the restoration of democratic institutions 
in Turkey. The resolution also recalls that member countries have the right to apply to 
the council organs in connection with the developments in Turkey. 

AUSTRIA 


KREISKY MAY RESIGN BEFORE NEXT ELECTIONS 





AU291101 Vienna ARBEITER-ZEITUNG in German 29 Jan 82 p 1 


[Excerpt] Vienna (APA) -- Chancellor Kreisky intends either to keep on working as govern- 
ment chief for years to come, or to resign from the function of chancellor even before the 
expiration of the current legislative period. This was stated by him in an interview 
published in today's edition of TIROLER TACESZEITUNG. 


In this interview, the chancellor stresses that he wants to be the leading candidate of the 
Austrian Socialist Party only if he can commit himself for years to come: “Yes, that would 
have to be so in this event; at amy rate for the major part of the [next] legislative period.” 


But, if he could not run in the next elections, he did not intend to remain chancellor until 
these elections, Kreisky indicted, stating: “In this event I would consider that hardly 
expedient.” Kreisky did not give any name of a potential successor. Kreisky excluded the 
possibility of holding the next elections ahead of schedule in connection with a change in 
the chancellor's office. 


GREECE 
MINISTER RECEIVES PLO ENVOY'S CREDENTIALS 





NC2861428 Paris AFP in English 1315 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Excerpt] Athens, 28 Jan (AFP) — The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) today gained 
its first diplomatic status within the European Economic Community (EEC), when its 
representative here, Shawqi Armali, presented his credentials to Greek Foreign Minister 
Ioannis Kharalambopoulos. After the ceremony, Mr Armali called on other EEC countries to 
follow the Greek example and “play an independent role, far from any American influence... 
(and) work positively towards finding a just and lasting solution to the Middle East problem.” 


KKE DELEGATION DEPARTS FOR TALKS IN MOSCOW 





NC282206 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 28 Jan 82 


[Text] A KKE delegation composed of Central Committee Secretary General Florakis and member 
of the Politburo and party parliamentary representative Kaloudhas departed for Moscow this 
morning at the invitation of the CPSU Central Committee. The KKE delegation will have talks 
with the CPSU leadership on issues of common interest. 
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